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Another Session of the Aldermanic

Investigating Committee.

GREEN'S INSOLENCE TO VAN NORT

His Ideas of Official Courtesy
Illustrated.

CONCEALING PUBLIC DOCUMENTS.
.

The Commissioner of Accounts Thwarted by
Dim at Every Step.

Trie Committee on Law 01 the Board of Aldermen
resumed yesterday afternoon Its investigation into
(be official misconduct or Comptroller Green. Trie
pnnclpal witnesses were commissioner Van Nort
and Mr. Rows, Commissioner of Accounts, whose
testimony on the obstructive policy of Mr. Green
was 01 great Importance. Mr. Van Nort, who
leerued loui to expose the enmity between two
hi^h officials to public gossip, was yet driven to
the admission tna; Mr. Green's manner toward
blm wus frequently "brusque and unfriendly,"
and Mr. Rowc's testimony went to show that the
Comptroller hampered the Commissioners of Accountsin tuelr investigation of the Finance Departmentin every possible manner, and had even

gone so far as to Insult them grossly
by lnormmg them that he "would not
waste tils vdluaole time on them" when they
applied lor certain Important papers. Mr. Van
No t's marked reticence and unwillingness to
testllv indicated that what tie told fell lar short of
what lie knew, and, in lact, ha spared Mr. Green
(who, according to Mr. Van Nort's own admisliou,had irequently insulted him) in a manner
that was ceitainly magnanimous.

ABSENT WITNESSES'.
The examination wus conducted principally by

the chairman of the committee, Alderman furrov.
Beiorc any witnesses were culled a communlca-
lion was read irotu Dock Commissioner Wales,
isking to be excused from attendance as be liad
to He present at tne meeting o( the Doclc CommisHonors.The communication stated at ttie same
time tliat lie nad not *ct!educed ti*a testimony to
writing, aud would be sure to attend tne next
session of the committee.
Mr. Jonn Wheeler, President of the Department

of Taxes, who had been subpoenaed as a witness,
was excused on the giound of illness.
lue Chair said Mr. John IS. Haskla had also

gent word dowu that he was 111, but tnat he would
ktlend at the next session. Subsequently the
following letier iroin Mr. Haskln was read by the
Cnalihtcsur L). Pdrsot, Esq., Chairman of the Committee on
i.uws:.
Dka i Sir.Severe indisposition and a ran tipiicity of

business engagements have prevented me trom compie'iuemy ciiurges anil speculations ol Comptroller
And civ i,. Green's official mi-c'i'iduct. I hope to bo
*Uie to h ivp them flnished and reuuv lor prcseutuiion
to vour committee ut its next scsiion about one ween
Deuce. In tint meantime i bug the Indulgence ot vour
couimlttce. Yours truly. JOHN H. MASK IN'.
A (JlscussioQ en-med on the advisability or ap-

plying ior uttacnments against a number of other
witnesses chat naa not put in an appearance, bat
so conclusion was come to.

judgments against the city.
The first witness called was Mr. Gambleton,

Deputy County cleric. Ho presented a list of Judgmentsfiled In the County Clerlt'a office against
the city irorn Octouer 1, 1871, to Febiuary 15, 1875,
obtained m the Supreme Court, superior Court,
Court oi Common Pleas and Marine court; these
iudmnents were 493 in number, and tbe total
amouut $2,739,407 94; oi these 493 judgments only
about 200 are satisfied; the legal costs or the
Judgments obtained in the Supreme Court were
$5u,705 87, and tne intei est. on the amounts
canned fl0:i,758 94; be could not give tbe costs
and interests In the judgments obtained In tne
otner courts, as the gross amounts of tbe judgmentsonly were filed in his office.

mr. van nort's testimony*
George M. Van Nort, Commissioner of Publlo

TCorKs was examined by Mr. Purroy.
Witness was asiced if he had read tbe resolutionsoi the Board of Aldermen appointing tbe

committee oi investigation. A. No, sir.
1 he rp4iilnMnn «"»» rhpn rpari rn thn arltnataa

Q. We d sire to know. If, within your knowledge,
the Comptroller lias in aDj way obstructed ttie
pnb;ic servicer A. Tne Comptroller has, on inter-
preting he law, differed with the other depart-
meuts. anil lu that way payments were delayed.
Q. uo you know auy onsen of that kind? A. I re-

member the case oi the payments of some of the
laborers ou the oouievards m planting trees, tne
Souiptro.ler differed with the department and delayedtuc work and piymeut oi the men.

Q. uo you know whether the Comptroller conwitedtne corporation Counsel witn regarg to his
actioni A. No. sir.

tj. dow long was the work delayed on that occmioui A. In one case some months; 1 should
wv toree moutiis.
g. it nus been publicly alleged that Andrew

H. G een, comptroller, lias unjustly resisted
ti.e payment <il legal claims against this city,
mercy causing the utnecessary expendituieoutottut* public treasury oi large sums ol
money, in co-is, ucourse merits and interest; tne
BOtuuiittee desire thac tou snould give ttiein all
t,be lu'oiinauou you possess with re.ereuce to
tiiis a.legation. A. I could not particularize atiy;hinit;1 can only state genet ally tnat tne I'omp-
wruuci s conai i uuuuu ui 1110 ian wuuiu nuiueiuics ditler witu taut 01 tue neads 01 other ueDartincuts,ana delays of payu.ents would euiuc.
y, Do you recollect any case of tnat kind r A.

I recollect iiie case oi the payment 01 some of
tbe »a«> rers planting trees on the boulevards;
the i omptroiier differed 110m ua, and the case
was ittieu to the coum und delay was occasioned.

iy. \v as the opinion or the Corporation Counsel
taken on that case t A. 1 can't say.

IliE ACTUAL I>hl.AY.
Q. How long was tue work delayed ? A. In one

cab® some months; 1 don't recollect How many
m<ntns.

y. lb tnat the only instance oi a legal claim he
has resisted 10 your knowledge? A. there might
be ottie 1'^ that don't occur to me now; he would
put iiii cnusi ruction on tue law. as Mtf other departmentwould, ui making payments, aud ne
would apply to the corporation Counsel lor advice,
aud in tuar war deiays ma nave occurreu.

y. Uo you recollect auy other cases? A. 1 don't
recoiieci any Other*.

(4. Couid you reircsh your memory on this point
between ihis day aud the next day oi meeting?
A. Possibly.

y. I wmii jou would. The second allegation
|p. lt nuo been ublicW alleged that said comptrollernas at various limes employed numerous
lavored lawyers lor tue purpose oi edecuug leaisl.itioujud oi resisting the paymeutoi legal claims,
all oi who.-e lees have been paid out oi the public
treasuiy." is mere wuuiu your knowledge any
c<ta ol tuat kind? A. I know oi uoue except irom
hearsay and ihe public prints.

ij. You don't know of your own knowledge
wieuier tin Comptroller has paid lawyers to legistpayments and eilect legislation as alleged ?

y. ii you recui.eel any vase in which you cau
flvo youi o»>iutou or advice to die committee,
wini u.e reasons lor youropiuiou or advice, tuey
will consider it.otherwise leject it f A. (in tins
subject I nave no Hciual knowledge; I don't know
wmiu iiu puiu; only Know oy reports in the newspapers.

Piri.OMATIC RPTICRNCE.
Q. Was any case nrouirnt to yonr knowledge

lu. lug jour aUiiiiiitaiiutiou ol your presem office
*here lnt <-uipioveil Hpeciai counsel ? A. Yes.

if. To ren-a .1 ciaini or eUect legislation in any
way wiiii renurtl to your department? A. lean
auiy anxwer nat I tlave no positive knowledge,
axi i.pi iioui persons appearing as counsel lor or
teams'.

«V. cau yon irlve any information to the committeei<> ei.abie Uietu to reach mis lact; do you know
ol any pa ties having tuis ui'oiuiatiou f A. No,
except iuo * oiniuiri.iioiier 01 Aceouuis.

ij. au.v private paities? A. Know of no private
Ml 10s.

V- iluve you been connected with the Hoard of
Apoor lULiineulv a. \es; up to the passage oi tuc
charter o. is..i.

({. ii is ji»o a.leged here "i hat said Comptroller has
llli.xali> ill vo ed certain suiiii set apart lor special
pui o.ses t>y the Hoard 01 A| P'triionmeni and tne
laws oi this Mate to o' her put pones not authorized
in m.ini Hoard or laws".no you know auyt.mug oi
thai? A. No.

H in niiviici ihiuiici; iiiuiiou "inm rnubuuiv'
tioiier Iiuh iii. v .rious limua unjuaily ami maliciouslydtlaved luc iityiueutul ilie sniarie* mnl
Wu0cs u puoiic oilitiuis una Bcrvaats, therei>/

NEW TORI
temporarily depriving them ol their Just <]nea and
Inflicting upon them great lost and damage".now
atdie wueihcr tne Comptroller, during Mis admintitration.to your Knowledge, hat delayed tee payment#ol any oi tlie officials of your department f
a. 1 believe he liua.

INSTANCES Of DEI.AY.
y. state Hn instance. A. 1 can't atate In detail:

T know at mi a ivkh tlmt.nt flilmnrA* hn rAlllKprl
to pay him ins salary.

Q. Did lie finally obtain It? A. I believe be did.
y. How did he obtain it? A. By process of lav

through the courts.
Q. Had the Comptroller, previous to that refusal.paid Gtiraore? A. 1 believe he had.
q. 'l nen, aiter paying him lor a tltue he refused

to pavt a. Yes.
O. Has h i paid him since? A. I think he has.
Q. Do >ou rerollec any other instance oi that

Kind connected with vour department!1 A. 1 recollectan insuuce of one or tue officers oi the departmen', who was not paid on account ot some
migrate in designating the title uuunr which he
acted; bi» uauie Turubull; atermcleik; he
was iiterwatd paid.

y. Did he periortu services? A. He did.
Q. And he applied for ins saiury and was refused*A. Yes; 1 oelieve the tit.e under which he

held was wrongly designated as disbursing cierk.
y. Had he been nrevious to that paid his salary

regularly? A. I believe lie hail.
Q. By the Comptroller? A. Yes.
Q. bo thai alter paying mm some time tie refusedto pav and kept him out oi his money tor a

time and is now again paying turn V a. Ye*; the
pavrod wa- corrected by im sell; 1 Changed the
designation and tine ot tne officer.

POTTY I'KCUN ICALIT1S8.
Q. Do you recollect any other instance In your

department.ot Ins refusal to pay the women wontingunder you ? A. Yes.
Q. Can you state anvtnlng to th<> committee concerningthem r A. Well, sometimes tne uames

would be wrongly spelled, initials left out, and
whenever this happened the Finance Department
declined to pay under sucu circuuistaucea until it
was properly specified who did the work and tue
names set right.

y. Do you recollect any of your scrub women
being reiused their wages by the comptroller? A.
I don't know that, any wi re actually reiused; I
know there were some delays.

in wnat case ? a. i cannot particularize; i
know toere were uelays: don't know the reasons
01 aela?: tne t'omptro.ler never gave a cause lor
it; tne delays would be sometimes short, sometimeslong.

y. Do you recollect any other Instance of
officials or employes, scruboers or others in jour
department iiavin« i»een deptived of ttietr wages
or kept out ol tlieir w aires for any length of time ?
A. I can't speciiy any; 1 believe there was the
case ol Shatter, the inspector of incumbrances;
can't say how long lie was kept out oi nis saiary.
some considerable time.

state to us whether during your experience
as head ol the Department oi Public Works
your ucparriuent lias mid any business with
the Huauce Department uuriug cue incuiu1beney oi Mr. Green, and it you nave oeen obstructedand retarded or aided and assisted in t e
prosecution oi public works and puulic improve|ments conuecied wnn your department ?

THK l/KI'AKl MKM' OliaTKLXTKiN
A. Appearing, as 1 ilo, unner order of the committee,1 w u.d siate that tnis matter la somewnutoistaste.nl to me; itier - have been persoual

leeungs. it 1 may use fe leiin, manifested against
me as head oi ihe depaitmeut, and 1 inusi say
t.uat the department at times has oeeu put to
some difficulty in piocurlng material, as parties
would i-a> tney could not. reauily get their money;
or, at tue prices aureed u, on by the Department
of Public Works, tnese odis would run tne chance
ol beiun reduce J, aiitl p.i rtles would be compelled
to receive tne mouey at reduced rates or leave
their warrants, as t.ie case iiuhiu b .

Q. S ate wlietner your department has been
alued or oostrucieu by the Kiuauce Department.
A. 1 don'i tniok we Have beeu aideu.

g. We uou't want implications. state plainly
wlietner your department duriugyour auuuniatrationol it lias been aided or ouatructed bv me
tiuauce Detar.meut. A. 1 snuuid .say it was obstructed.
y, Has the Finance Department to approve of

the sureties on uoutrucis in jour depaittaeutf
Has here beeu any obstruction in that Wiyr A.
Tuere nave been ueiays in approving sureties ol
comractors unaer tne oidinauce oi the C >muiou
council; 1 cau't particinaii/.e au instance ol tns,
but tnere Uave beeu ni-t.iue-s Wuen ue has taKCu
a niontii auu iroui two to tuiee uiontus; 1 sup, ose
that was owm.; to in vestigat.ou being made uy
the comptroller s io tne adequacy oi some oi the
suieties miiKinif the couiracts.

THE KEASoN OF I'HB UlFFIClLTY.
By Aidermau Miand e.\ Uave auy property

holders couipiamed io you oi the neule.t oi approvingsureties? A. don't recollect any particularlustauce.tnere might uave oeeu.
By the cuairui.ui.Cuu you give a reason lor

the difference oetween tne li 'ads oi deportments?
What is the cause ol' the personal feeung yuu releticd to as existing against. you on tne an ol
trie ueau oi tne Kinunce Department? A. I sav, in
answer to tua>, that 1 cannot .say what actuates
the mlud ol me comptroller as toward me.
y. Yon say <bs'ruction to the department originatedin a peisuuai leeliug ug .lust you. Now,

we want to know >our reasons lor saying there
wao auy personal ;ee.ing against you. A. From
me aianu er oi tne compiroller in suuie reppects.

y. VV nat In Ins matiuaf led to lu.tt beuei f A.
He was sometimes brusque and unfriendly.
brusque and uul'rlenuiyr I can'i recoiieot.
y Cuii tou leuesu jour memory r luou'tknow

that 1 can.
V* Nuw, il it fun been very irequent you surely

cau Qx s<uio tluie. All the committee wants to
know is as to what lias taken place between thsse
two departments 01 tue city government, wuere
harmony >lioui.l prevail tor tlie pu lie good. \ou
sueak ui Instances. We wouni desire ) ou to parucu.ar.zeone or tno occasions wnen be was
brusque anu uniriend.y; wnat trial umriendilness
couMsted oi; wnat was me unuleudlr act, wnat
was tue uu.nenoly language? A. It wasn't so
much mat as ms manner.

limited poweks op DESCRIPTION.
Q. Can you wive us a description oi his manner

toward you r a. Tnat woum oe very aimculi.
(j. Dlu lie turn ins back on you.anything you

woudlook ou as turning tus uack on a private
ciuzcu t A. 1 cau onl> answer rua. by sayiug ttie
Coin pi roller's eemur toward me was unirieudlr.

y. l'ou stale tliat jou leit tue comptroller was
uuiricuill.v towuid »ou. Can yon give tue committeean instance or an example wiiere he was
brusque or uu ueniily 1 A. 1 cauuul particularise.
By Aluermau ^handley.Was it hi your office or

iu inu (.uuip.ionei-s oiuce wuere huh urusque <tua
un.rienuiy action tuoic place 1 A. Sometimes iu
lny own oillce.
Alderman anandlev.Have yon received that

official courtesy mac should exist between two
heads ot uepaninentn. uoiii actiug lor the punl.c
itooo r A. i don't mink mere has beeu tuai oil]-
ciai courtesy existing tuai siiuuid exist.that
courtesy tiiat would be due to tno proper aud liarmouiousworKinir oi the city uoveruuient.
My tiie Cliairmau.it is iu. uier publicly alleged

thai comptroller Green u.is letarded the growth
and prosperity oi tnu city; ive tue committee
your opiuiou whether tue ad n,nis ration oi the
Finance Department by Mr. Ureeu na-i beensu u
as to retaru tlie growCu una prosperity oi tUe
city.

THE GROWTH OF THE CITY STOPPED.
A. That is a vsry diillcuii, question lo uie to an-

ewer; out 1 would sa», iroin my own st4Udi oi.it,
II there Had ne.-u a m»re liberal policy adopted
itiei c mkih have iki'u greater progress aud
growtu; 1 don't Know oi any public w«r<i Having
beeu retarded by mm. except m a geueral way.
In mis connection witness reierred to tUe Kiversineavenue and tue Moruiupside property*
wiiicli, u ptosecuied. would nave luipi oved propertyaud eased taxation, but in these two cases
tDe bead ol ilie nuance Department uad put a
(litrerent construction on ilie law.
by Aidermau fcuundley.Do you knowol his havlnyemployed private counsel at Albany t A. Not

to nut knowledges 1 eaw people ibere who were
buiu iu uc iui.ci "icu ivi iiu r iiiuuce uepariment
In cases ue.ore lue committees; I saw no oUlcer on
bis i ay roil named Morrison time: dou'i know
wnat ue wus operating on; also saw Dexter A.
11.iwKins mere.
lnis closed iue examination 01 Mr. Van More.

TEjIIMONY OK UK. HOWE.
Mr. Lmd-av J. U jwe, tjoiumiisjooer of Accounts,

was th nex witness.
(.). liow long nave jou been Commissioner of

Accounts? .v. >iuce June Is, 1873.
H. Mill »'ii i/lea.-e to state, iu accordance with

the nrsl resyli'tmu, wnotber Hie comptroller lias,
WliMQ yi'tir &BoWiN|«, tesisted the payment oi
just c amis, Ac. A. i recail one instance w..icli 1
Clin mention; We applied to Hie Hoard ol .supervisorstor an appropriation to cuiry ou our work,
lor otern line, ue., >roui June io December, aud
iIn-, appi opna' ion was grunted.
y. Were iiio clerks paid t a. No, sir; the Comptrollerdcciineil to muse tne payments allowed uy

tins appropriation, an our oerks Had to sue lor
tiicir salaries every luonm lrom June to t e 1st of
January.

Uow long were they kept out or ttieir moneyt
a. I dou't know fur wnat length oi time tuey uad
to go without tneir K;i:aiie<; ttie toipoiauon
Counsel gave uis opinion, iu October, that the
ciamis should oe paid, and \\itlidrew the cases
irum the reierce beioie wliom the* were pending.

TUB KE-U1.I OF UKKK.N's POLICY.
Q. Did uiey get tneir pay * A. Yes, sir, by Judg-

miMii in 111 e court.
q. So that, ill iliese canes the interest and costs

bail to be puid by itie city in addition to tue
amount ot tbe claims? A. Yes, sir.

14. Now in regard to tbe second resolution, do
you know 01 nut ca.^es *vnere tbe comptroller mis
employed law>ers to alTact legislation at Albany,
Ac.T A. I desire to make a statement at tins
point. I and my coiieug ics are uow engaged in
making an investiga ion o: rue ailans 01 tue Department01 I'lnaurc, windi will be submitted to
tne Mayor and common Council; in tins report
Wit shall state all lUc lacts wninn our knowledge
bearing upon tn* management ol me city tluances
by lie Comptroller; I submit tint It wouid be
belter to wait lor tills ieiioit, whicn will be made
as soon as our investigation is completed.
Alderman I'urroi.11 tue otner members of tbe

committee consent tins question will be watvsd.
This was done, Messrs. La.lings and shaudiey
assenting 10 tue proposition.

ytt-1i.ins waited.
y. Now, what 110 you know 01 me Comptroller's

diverling su.na set ipart uy tue Board ol Apportionment10. especia. pin pt» es to oiber oojeeisf
A. 1 snail ma e tue same answer to tins question;
my uusner will be en biaced m tue report ol tno
loaiuus-iuuers 01 Acoouuts.

Aid-i tuan Puno.r t >eu assert several otner qneg-
tloPS as to o her deiays in la v u pay men's 01 sal-

I lea uuu U!»I in- CUL-U 'I IIU < o lipirollPI '8 (IOI1CV
uiion tne irrowto Aim development 01 i lie city, Uut
they W' re all waived lor toe reason stated above,

ideruiau I'uiroy itavu dunned to kuon now

: HERALD. WEDNESDAY.
soon th« tnvestination of the accounts of the DeBkrtmeoiof Finance would t>e completed. Mr.
Lowe replied he cou.u Dot 'ell, bui, w'jeu pressed

to give au approximate answer. he said not lor
thirty du»n protmbiy.

Bj Alderman siiandiey.Mr. Howe, what cm
you tell or oi anv deuivs and ohs'ruetlon* on the
part ot the Kmauce Department as aflectiuii the
exei else ol your duties? a. Welt, we nave been
obstructed by the refusal oi ttie Comptroller to
furnish papers which we consider necessary la
order to make a tli rousrh investigation oi his department;ttie Comptroller claims that lie dun a
riu'it to d cicic wnicn papers lie should lurai^b us
and wiacb lie should not.

run C'OMPl ltOLl.EK'3 COCRTESY.
Q. Have you ever applied lor papers of ttlta

character whlcii the Comptroller has n fused to
(uraiBii t A. Yes. sir; oniy two weeks ago I appliedlor the monthly balance sbee as miide up
by the Comptroller.it was in printed blanks.and
was reius d; I tlrst anpned to tne Deputy comptrollerand (lieu to the Comptrol.er, aud waa refusedoy bolu ol them.
U- Any other instances i A. Yes sir; a day or

two anerward we applied ior (he uioiuhiy ledger
balanoes 01 the dlffeieut bureaus; were drst reluseoby tue Deputy c> moirolier, and wnen we
went to the Comptroller lie declined to talk to us.
Q. Wnat reason did he (five »r this conduct ?

A. (Mr. llowe binned as tie nave me repiv) ue
said that ne couldn't have his valuable time taken
up by talking to us. (Laughter.)

Q. Did you duallv otnain possession ot the
papers f A. Yes, sir; my colleague, Mr. Westerveil,notified him that he would apply to the supremeCourt lor an order, and we got them the
next moruing.

q. How long had you applied for them before
you obtained them* A. Two or three days.

OFFICIAL DELAY.
Q. And were you delayed In the exercise of your

duties by reasou 01 tun reusal 1 A. Yes, we were
very greatly delayed durlun the time.
Alderinau Puriov requosted the witness to explainhis report of October lo, is;3, wulch stated

thai certain securities ol the sinking lund were
missing in the Department ol Finance, out the
witness declined to answer tin- question, as tue
leply would be more luilv net lortli in the com misploners'lorihcomiiiKreport. Missis. 1'nrroy and
Shandiey were in lavor o> making an answer compulsory,but Alderman isilliuus (iiougnt (he excuse
waa vand, ano the question was laid over.
y. Do you know oi other instances in which the

Comptroller obstructed you in tue periormanc-e
ol youi duties? Yes. sir; 1 reiuemoer tuat wn. n
we applied to nlni ior all the unpaid claims against
the city he declined toturuisii them on the ground
that tneir publication might give tbtm u seat*
bianco ui justidcaiiou or legality; subsequently
ne nave 'hem to us ir <111 time to tune; in the
mean while we were seriously retarded iu ttie performanceoi our services.

How loni? was the delay? A. Sometimes as
much as a week ; we were uuable lo mane our report,us we leIt that we requned all tue unpaid
claims to prepare a correct report.
Tae committee then uujourued until Monday

next, at ten o'clock, wlien Mr. Van Nort's examinationwhi probably be resumed. Meanwhile It iti
probable ttiat the committee will applv to a C >urt
lor au attachment agaiust Corporation Counsel
tjimtn, who, tuey -ay, is me ouly witness tuat has
beeu subpoenaed and lailed to put iu an appearance
without sending au excuse.

WHAT THE COMMISSIONERS ABE
DOING.

A representative or the Herald yesterday
visited moat of the bureaus or the city uovern-

seat. At the Dei'urtiucutof Parka the secretary,
Mr. Irwin, reported mat tne Commissioners had
all oeen present, but had lett. He stated that the
commission bad now under consideration toe
map* tor tne extension of Brooks avenue, and at
tlie next meeting would probably udupt the proposedimprovements.
At the Commissioners of Charities and Correc-

Hon there were lound Mr. Phil ips, the venerable
Secretary, and Superintendent Kellocfc, who were
the only "visible" representative s ol a powenul
commission. Visitors sought in vaiu lor a mes-

senger or doorman to convey their
cards to the Commissioners, but Mr. Palllipsmet every one with a courteous response.A visit was made to Superintendent
Ketlock, ol tne outdoor poor, who had between
two and three o'l iock yesterday over 500 persons
waiting upon him or the usual ciiurltv contribution01 money. He was so busily engaged with tne
issue oi cash that it was m posMbie 10 speak to
him; out irom one 01 the attacuOs the Information
was obtained tnat be ore two p. M. he had disbursedover $2.ojo in tickets lor monev.

At tne Board oi Health all ine Commissioners
were found on duty and in session wltn closed
doors. It was ascertained lrom an official oi the
department tnar L)r. Day, sanitary Superintendent,and Commissioner Matsell, oi tne police,
were closeted wuu tiiem.

In the Police Department there was found on
duty commissioner Duryea, and the officer at the
door reported tnat tilt- otuer Commissioners had
put in an appearance for a little wmle. A doorvriwnwlin a huHkPt. nf Wnnd riAi luiHtl tn:it nnn# i\t

the Commissioners were present; ana it was oniy
alter great oitllculty and consiueraole skirmish.ng
mat General Durvee was louud.
At tne offlce ol tno Fire Commissioners, at fifteen

minutes beiote three, me only reuresentatlves ot
the department who coulU answer question* wete
Mr. Jasseu, a subordinate clerk, ana Fire Marshal
Sneid"n. President i crlev. his associates, and
even Mr. White, the cecrerary, were ausent. Tne
department dui not. even have a messenger to answerInquiries or direct the vaitous visitors wtio
caiteii ou ousiness to the desks where tuey could
transact it.
Tne Commissioners of Docks were on duty yes-

terday, as well as Messrs. Lynch and Jackson,
wno act as secretaries of tne Board. Tne lew
commissioners seen, including Mr. Van Nort,
who as iate as a quarter to lour was
found at Ids desk, report nothing new
and no probability lor any immediate
work to be given to the many thousands of worklngmennow seeking employment. The recommenuatiou01 Mayor Wicknam that neads ot de-
pmuneut-i rciruiu n mm ai irm,ii iiik i, luiiuuuue

legislation at Albany has nail some effect, as is
snown oy ttie number 01 well-led commissioners
whoveRterday were on duty.Heiore closing t.ns urticio it may be proper to
state that Hie Kxctse commissioners have set a
commendable example to other departments by
so arranging their private business tn..i. one 01
the three Commissioners snail always be present.
Yesterday Messrs. Stewart, Snner itnd Marshall
were at their oIIIcl-. and at no hour oi the flay
was there occasion lor a visitor who askccl lor a
Commissioner to turn away disappointed.

MUNICIPAL NOTES.

Tbe Mayor was very busr at his office yesterday
and signed an immense number of warrants.
lne Mayor tias not .vet signed th<* Strack ordinancerelative to the use 01 snow ploughs and

sweepers by city raliroad companies.
I tie Lioard oi Aideimcu will nice: to-morrow at

U .VI

Heury Clausen, William A. Fowler, Wiiiium C.
Kinusiey, William A. Bond and Commissi uuer Van
>oi i were among the visitors to tue Mayor yesterday.
city Chamberlain Tappan makes the following

weekly report:.
Balance February 13 1673,112
fveeei|its i>l tor week l,4«i,3JI
Havilienin ot llie veek1,17.V.215Balance, Kebruury HO

REAL ESTATE.

The announced sales at the Exchange yesterday
attracted a large audience and were disposed of
as loliows:.Mesnrs. A. 11. Mniler A Son sold, by
order of theCou.t, under the direction of George
S. Sedgwick, releree, a house and lor located in

Fllty-flitn street, west ol Madison avenue. A. H.
Nicolay disposed oi, under the direction of O. S.
Ackley, referee, one lot on Kignty.iourth street,
west oi Kleveutb avenue.
James M. Mliler sold by order of the court,

under the direction of II. W. Al.ea. reieree, the

premise-* known as No. 339 Broadway and No. 71
Franklin street, and, by order oi the executors
of 'l'nomas McCabe, sold the premises No. 378
Elgnth avenue, and No. 2iU Mott street: Mr.
Oliver Bryan so.d, oy order o' the court, uuder
the illl ec ion oi J. Hayes. lePsree, a home and lot
on Flitt -tilth street. west oi Fuse avenue. Mr. It.
V. llarneu sola, under tne direction 01 Maurice
be.mc. reieree, houses and lots on I'rosi ect plaeo,
between bony-second and Korty-iturn Ktreeis,
and, under me <11 ectlou oi J. H. Oun. ief»ree. disposedof a House and lot on 12iui a reet, west of
1 bird avenue.
Messrs. Bteeclcer «k co. sold under 'tie direction

01 t. J. Stiuuutey. referee, a iiou-e and lot on ttie
southeast corner oi ililrd aveum ami lOstii street:
and .ur. It. I'. KairchiiU si.id ai pujIIc auction a
House and lot on Utuh street, east oi Kigtitti avenue.Annexed are tne luil particular*:.

MKW VUHK PHOI'KUrT.BY A. II NCLLKIt *.11) 10*.
I 4 «. b. li an.I I'M < ol 5.HI1 *i. 100 ll. w. ol
Mudi-oo av., lot ttxiOU. r. s Kautinan 144,000

»Y A. II N1C0LAY AMI CO.
I lot n. % ol 64tl) 41.. l.Mti wr. ol i 1 (ll iv., 2.1x11X1.J.
Mary h. Hunker. plaintiff 2,100

HY J. M. *11.1.KR
1 5 ». iron Iront b. an I I., No. M nr. :i I way, w. ».,
&4lt.s.ol Krauiiliu Jt.; iot/*.lxlOS. uiul the4
». in. iruiitb. aud 1. Nu 71 t-i'miilin m . adjoining
the above In 'he rear; lot W Mx74 4. J. rt.
Trevor. 230,000

1 4 i iik b iwnl t.. No. i"B Siti av ». c. corner ot
ii a hi. lot ii. luxo i. jmiif. Miny -'i.»u

1 in. i)K. u. .irontj, i 4«. tjk Ii. iiv.ir), mil 1. No.
*34 M ilt »t. , lot tbxil.4 J.ililt*4 12.870

nr o. u ii * a ,\
I 3 n. t>. ». h. anJ L on ii *. VmIi u .'14.11 ft. w of
Ut *v lot W.bxlilU. A klmlm-ru. ili.iit.tf 8.200

V K. ( limt.Mi.IT
13 s. o. «. Ii. mill i. o «. corner rronpoot

nnil 4 -il n. lot 17. 1x31. Wm.ci u tutiiw. |> la in. t if 9.7ft1
I3i li.«. li. uii on <v ro«pe t plit> «, u it. ii.

ol 4.d .hi., lot li'.lxaS, Waller i.. i ntiiiiit. pialmid. 7.1)00
I s «. II. ». Ii. an l. on S. I.^lll it.. - ti n » ol .til

v.. iol ln.vxw.ti, John II itrrfuiv. i,l*timH S.iC
nV tlLKKl kill A.I II > O.

I 4*. uric it icnrmi'tH Ii. i»n l. on i. r. i-ortier M nr.
tnil losili st, lot 17 .ux7j, Inlijis. pwill lid 12.9.V

bv b r. r»im iiu.tv
t ! ». »n<1 Ii lirio.K h nnil . No. ..W Urtih »t.. n.

ijj il e ol :iU *v , lot ios/J.ll, 1. Uc alltcai» (.100
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Mr. Wickham's Final Answerto the Governor.

CHARLES O'CONOR'S VIEWS.

The Testimony in the Cases of the CorporationCounsel and the Fire Commissioners
Sent to Albany.

The Mayor on Monday sent bis final answer to
the Governor In reply to the tatter's lengthy letterpublished last Thursday, in whlcti ibe Governoritruned to show that his lequ at ior tne
testimony In tne cases or the Corporation Counsel
and the Fire CoramisMoners who removed
by the Mayor w.is a Just and proper one. With
this answer tne Mayor not onlv bent all the testimonytaken in the cases 01 me removed ofDcials,
but be eucloseu a let;er addressed to bun by Mr.
Charles O'Conor, In which that eminent lawyer
gives his opiuiun upon the deience made by Mr.
Delafleid Smith against the charge* preferred
against him by the Mayor. A portion 01 Mr.
O'Conoi s letter was made public .-oine time
ago, but tnat part which referred to the case
of tne Corporation Counsel litis not heretofore
been published, ihe following is the letter
mr. charles o'conok's lkttkr to tub mator.

New York, Jan. 2», 187o.
Hon. William H. V/ickbam, Mayor 01 the city or
New VorK
Sir.Having peruseu the answer of the CorporationCounsel, 1 proceed in compliance with your

desire to communicate «uch suggestions thereon
as seem Utceiy to be useful, l or brevity, l may
use the phrases ''King" and "City Ring," now

grown so lamlliar. They aro nut necess.ully reproachiulor odeiislye. The woid "King," as used
in political parlance, means simply a united circle
of Individuals engtged in some object, enterprise
or pursuit. In tins communication It reiers to the
lour persons who controlled our city government
In 1871. A great distinction may Justly be made
between them, for it has never b en established
that more than two ot tnera fraudulently received
any piionr. money or naa actual Kuowiodge oi any
such lraud or even cotemporancous notice of its
commission.

1. The respondent once held a writing which
distinctly oDered $3,000,000 lor a release ot certain
oflentiers. l bis paper s ioiild be immediately
culled lor and placed lu sale custody, so as to be
accessible to the cty authorities.

2. The ordinanco governing in Starkweather's
case allowed two per cent lor assessments returnedax unpaid alter "two personal demands tor

paymeut have been mude by the i oilec.or or

Deputy Collector." stars weather divided with
Tweed, Bui ber and others, his fictitious deputies,
$130,Ouu as commissions on assessments that were
not and cuuid not nave b.*en made the subjects of
a personal demuud even once, much less twice.
Aside iroin oilier objections this one is insuperable.
The amount was received from Comptroller

Connolly, aud the respoudeut iuaists that it cannotbe recovered back. The result of a proposed
suit ran never be more thau a matter oi opinion,
and consequently do mote cau be said touching
tae responded I'd proposition ituu tiiat it seems
to be erroneous. Tae couuseiior Wuom tie consultedcemfles thai, as Connolly knew all ti.e
facts and paid voluntarily, he tniUKs tne city is
concluded.

]i this oe law, all prosecutions against the Ring
and their associates, except peruaps Connolly
himself, should be at once abandoned. But
the authorities cited by him do not sup-
port his position, and in X. C< Fields' case,
page 82, the Court 01 Appeals distinctly over-
ru;ed it. ine principle that a bar result»»rom
voluntary paymeut with knowledge ol tae tacts
issound and well estaollshed ; but, as against the
government, it does not apuiy to payments made
by a public offlcef without authority or in o >nrraventiouof law. (I'utted States vs. Hunter, 5
Peters' K., 187; Johnson vs. United States, 0
Mason's K., 440, 441.)
Starkweather's euormous and unlawful draught

from the City Treasury, as a subordinate, was dividedby him with a set of lictitious deputies.
one of them being Tweed, a chief lu the existing
and notoriously corrupt city government.
That Connolly, another ol tuese corrupt chiefs,

knew all the facts and yet paid voluntarily, could
hardly be a defence, it the common law has any
ciuliu to be esteemed "tne perfection ol reason-"
lu nis official letter oi November IV, 1-574, to .Major
llaveneyer, tue respondeat argues tuat Starnwe.trherreceived tins' mouey in good laud, mat
posiuou does 1101. seem to be now instated ou.
The responuent property concedes mat ais ludgmentouKiit nut uiisoltttely 10 control In tins

matter; and tie, tnciei re. offers to bnng a suit if
you request it Itigutiy ami neces amy th.s tiler
is accompanied by a suggestion that, in s'tcii
event, outer couu.-el must be ocsuuuted by you
and paid oy the citv to perform nisoiliriai duty in
conducing tne sun uud iu novocain)# it.
Tins seems an acknowledgment mm be could

not act ascouii->el lor tr.e city «n mis large case.
lue inierouce isirre.-istib.e; tun freat intelligence

could uot lull iu recognize it. I'uis lact aiouc
would seeui to render nis removal a necessity.

3. in respect to uie Baud case, nut one oi the
(acts siated iu your letter 1a questioned, an I lUat
is me appropriate roiucideuce iu unio betweeu
tne release oi nie icieiee irom the Jones c.ise lUd
tne inouoii to re<er lue Uaird ca e. Your statementis rtnctiy and literally true; Hie tuieiiipi to
impeacn it iaiis totailv. Cue respondent's oeiorc
iiil-u'ioit«*u lei'.er to Major tlavenieyer exprcssiy
states mat, tne motion lo Uiscuargj mat reieree
irom .lie Joans cas: was heard January M, i&74.
Notice oi the luoilou lo reier tne liair-j case was
given on the sm ol mat same uiou li or in? 19m.
Tne c'llucioeuce us peiiect. What imp ences aie
dcduciO.e iioiu u oi ,rmu any oilier unoeuied or
luily proven circumsiauce is for your consideration.

4. .\ot as one ot the charges: but incidentally
your letter siu»ests that Mr. Harvey, wuiie no u*
tug. by me responds i's mil, a public oitloe undertnecliy government, was clioseu a reieree :n
seven cases, the resp.iuleui lias suown guile
cieany thai one oi mese S'Veu was so relerreu
prior to tne time ui that gentleman's appointment
lo oilice. It is uot peicoivcd, however, ihui. jour
objection to ins bruncn oi tne respondent's prac-
tice is itierouy materially weaKeued. lie diiTer-
ence oetween six and seven, iu aucii a connection,
Uardly deserves noilce.

a. t ne only oiner c:iargc is that the Court of
Appeals httviUK. ou Jiiue 9. 1874, denied trie existenceoi auy judic.ai remedy against Iweeu, excepttiie suits tueu pendiu;.' in tlie lespoudent's
department, lie lailed to lake auy proceedings iu
tuose suits lor live montlis tiiereaiier. I Ills chirire
Is speciUc aud precise. It is easily understood,
ana any man oi common intelligence wuo win Keep
lus aiuuuon tixed upou me nc-ixnatcd period
most set toil u is complexly substantiated. it
lias no relation whatever to any time except Hie
indicated live mouins oetweeu Juuoauni Novom-
oer w, 18T4; nor is the siiitntcst couiuunnt maiie
uiMiuat n.e respondent lor auv supiueuess in mis
respect at .my inue prior to J.iue #. lts74. In commentingupou the eva-ive policy oi ttie Kiu« >ou
temaiked ilint tne local suits gotten up by tneuiMiVesagainst ti.eiuselves were qmetly 6nursed
aiong," wluie tlie s afe's suits weie streuu usiy
resisted. Tuoiitrn tins was deemed su taou-as an
iiKuuieut against leaving men appointee In controloi tlie department wiucli was >uarged
wuu ttie prosi cutioti ot tnc sum against
them, it i.ad u*> conuec ion wun me
Snldllle rllliri/l' i MOim nt\ a J . ... r... ih» «-

mural, li Hi.- respondent inM iileu to vindicate
their iuort\«».- anu icj ei. ma imuutaioii upon tnern,
nis a t« and 111*correspondence witn tae Attorney
Uenerai aim Hid ax is ants prior to Juim u, 1874,
nntf .it be relevant, and pi*. sons w no old not uive
very cl'a« ar.ieution to the "hole History 01 tins
tins,ne»s iii.kIh reach a conclusion mat tne Kiu«
policy was greatiy ana crueiiy misrepresented.
Uut these prior acta aim correspondence are
wlio ly irrelevant, as a deieuc.' id the respondent
irotu tHe speenic and omy charge tnadc aj;rn<t
mm la tins connection. o wit, tnat irom the t int
It became propei and neces^arr lor a.111 *o pronecuteweed he wli iUy Ikiled to do mk

(tearing iu mum tnat no complaint Is male
against me respondent 'or the non-i rosecution oi
Tweed at any time prior to June rf. Ih74, it will
readily lie pe.ccivcd tnai iHo correspondence and
transactions related 111 nis ai.swer and occurring
prior to tnat date have, at liioet. Out an incidental
reievancy 'u the mauer in hand, and tnat merely
on tile point oi uionve. fc,veu as toinai their
tendenc- aiiums oi observation. I'ncir real oihcu
and ettect in the answer is the very same as mat
pei 101 med in alic iscso) pio.ix r c>taU of irrelevant.cucumst.iices. me, over an* atteution,
draw tt a«a» Iroui th tiue point oi miju.. v aun
emnaira»s uiiuds no. intimate.y conveisant w.ta
the siio|i ct ,u an its detail*.
Ap toacllioa, th'-li. lie inie innm'v ve,« ii>..

pi(Hecutiou 01 l'«eC'i n the wn >le o
itic live hioui ih nliUiiert tor n i* i<i ue o0^»iveil
h'u si. l tie iwu «u,i« pemiiuK i'w ecu i.i tut.

Law Department. ou ine "t.i 01 June, 1874, nart
bet;n c >inuieu< ed r>,y his nreuccert»or tu Ociooer
l»7l. One was ftv the it,v. No r> lias ever
oeea tateu lu ih.it, >uit beyyai semng a suiu- ]

IPLE SHEET,
mons: nor doea any step in it appear to h:»T«
been ne essary or proper, ihe decision 01 tue
liiwUfst court, ftooneu reierren to, motCJie* tliut
tne suit by the eountr is tne ouir one tnat can e

succeutmiiy piuaecutcii. Ail mat lus ue'U aai'l
oi shail De Here said touching uir prosecution or
n>nmosecuuou of Tw«>«,i n» m» i.uw ii«n»ri.
meni suosequeutly to June w. l»7f related lo the
county suit. conflniug ourselves to this last
uaineu sui; «ill cououce to cieai ness
Ou Juue 9, 1874, the cuuty miii wa« at is^ue,

ren-»y lor trial, a no on the calendar. Mr. Pecktiam,
ti.e only person witn wium tu*s respondeut coulerreo111 reiaMon 10 tnis suit, stares riiat itnniotiiat«syalter ttie decision in me Court 01 Appeals in
June, 1874. lie pr poseu to bring it to trial, and
was positively loruidden to do so by the responded.here ttie ca-e slept, ol course, until at some
da e n't precise.> ascer aiued, bu' certain.y suo*equentto me vtli oi Novemoer, 1874. correspondencetook place betweeu tuose gentlemen, seemiuuto authorize Mr. Peckham to ptoceed. Hy Hi
terms tins did not necessarily rcler to tue
case against Tweed. Wtietner the respondents> understood it or lutended cau only
be a ma'ter oi conjecture. Mr. PeckUaui con.
strucd it as retieiug mm from the re.»p< ndent'i
protiuntiou, uud in December, 1674, lie took steps
to pusu the case agaiust Tweed to trial. A most
upou the ins ant me lespondent dismissed mm
irotu all connection with tuat or any o.iier businesso. :ue Law Department. T us was Ute tri
Dv-cmber, 1874. ibe icspondent's action siuce
your ibarges were served u,)on UlB canuot
proi>eri> be noticeu.

u. It win be -een that, with one exception, all
the correspondence witn any of tuose coucerned
lu tre state Mnts, annexe t to tue respond-ut's
au»wer, bears date priur to Juue », 1871, or subsequentlyto No\eiuuer 'J, 1874. Of course each
I tier reersto t e coudmou ol things existing .it
lis uate. I'liat oue exception is the corrospou ience
m.irned S anu r, bnweeu the rMponuent ana
ueucral aiio*. dated .iu.io 84 anu 34, 1874. Its
inception was (leuerai Uarlow's letter oi Juue'ja,
1874, winch Hie respondent nas not produced.
That corri si oudeuce related «o a set oTsuits ior
what are lauiiuariy leruied "King iraudi," tnc
case UKalnst Starkweather oeiUK ou .-o; thciu.
That, correspondence originated in tleneral H i

low'sdesire to pros,>cui«s tuose particular suitsitdm not relate to tue suit against l weeu, c >usequemlvthai correspouuence does not touch tue
point iu hand. Us only u.-o is io snow thai, us to
tnesuits against s>t ir*weather and others, not including1 weed, Ueueral Uariow evinced the satue
jeaumess to prosecute that Mr. I'ecK.iam exhibitediu relation to the suit against Tweed. Tne;r
oUiciousuess was treated witu tue must uucxepiionaole liuiiariiulity. lJb'li were dismissed
ut the same tnue- i. e., on or soju alter Deceuioei'
oU, 1874.

1 n.s is tne whole case as to the specific charges
against the respondent, scarcely a siu^.e laci assertedby you iu reiereuce to these charges is
druwu in question, so lar as the most carelui
scrutiuv cou (i di-ceru any attempt of the kiuu in
tne answer, tue proof oi each lact asserted in tue
charges is anove shown to be absolutely periect.
Tne inieiences which mignt tena to impugn tue
l'l-snouilRii '» nunivp* urn ml numml iii niiii*

uua men mu> wen ulffer m t.ie quc.uuu
oi their accuracy. Far any public purpo?e
ur duty n does uot »eem necessary to main
tain uuv o( them. Neuuer itie private morais nor
ilie personal character 01 Cue lespoiitient could u-i
successiunjr uuue.ioueu. lu mcse respects lie
ouuus unquestionably and Justly on me same
liUu plane in puouc and private esteem us every
one of ilie i r^fessionai uentietuen reieired to ujr
ii in. Circumstances leadline to ami even warrantingan uuuvora'jle conclusion may, and uut
unirequentiv do, exist in cases wnen mat High
Jud-itueiu wnicu wees all things aad cannot err
acquit! me party ot any oijectiooaoie intent.
Miuui;i yoii iiiiUK tit to remove tne respondent
irom oillce you will douot.ess consider tue proprietyoi expressing in your order to mat eneet
tins personal exculpation.
»»»»* »» * * i'

It is tit to suy here that, except by letters appealedto his answer, all aatea prior to Juue 9,
1871, 1 never had ai.y mteiview wan tue respondentor any correspondence with mm. directly or
Indirectly, lroui the time oi his appointment until
your ciiarue.. we.e served, at or in wtncii any
uus.nebs matter wa» or could prop rly have been
reieired to; and lurilier, tuat i was ucver invited
to any aucn consultation as is suggested in tne
letter oi .ur. l'ecniiam and my sell, uatcd January
2i itt.a.
Tue reap ndentmakestheloilowlngstatement:.

"Wiuu the court m Appear uismiased the state
su.ts ilie geutlemeu above named (O'Couor, Uariowanu PecKham) were coutinuea iny couns i."
IIMIIUU1 |>UU.1|UH iu UUICI'C WII me singular I'I fit
Here, as tu oilier places, evuicea by this verv questionaoieuse 01 tue po«sessive prououu, 1 must saythai. .-o lar as this statement refers to uie it is not
accurate, Subsequently to tie decislou 01 tue
i>uitof Appeals (Juae 9, lsi4) nothing whatever
passe J between cue respoudent aud myself,dircotlv or ludirecuy, oa auy s uuj.-ct,public or private. Aud so iar
ironi considering me ills counsel at this
staye oi tue uusiuess tue respondent, preuaraiory
to uis dismissal oi Messrs. Uarlo* aud Pe Ktiaui,
aavised Mavor Vauce, in au ufllciul communicationd ued Decernier 30, 1874. that, by my "practicalwitUirawa!," be lias been leit "Witnout a
senior ouuusel." lu Us eunrety aud m every oue
oi its elemental pans tins statement was without
Color. It is uot meant to intimate, uor is it believed.mat n.ere was auy wniul misieptesentatiou.The tacts, however, are precisely tue reverse.

1: the respondent was In any manner made
aware tnat i nail withdrawn irout general practice,ne could not lauiy uave supposed tiui m. inciihdtionor abntty to serve the puulic gratuitously
in mis oitMuess was uimiuished by mm circumstance.Its manliest tendency was to increase
but ii
lu connectljn -vl'h the dismissal oi General Barlowaud Mr. I'ecunaui, in December, it>74. a lew

lacts uot noted in your letter, uut lucuieutly
throwing luhc upon the question now ueiore you,
may properly be stateu. 'lutmreat leading and iuliy
establisueu otleuce was a tueit oi $b00,00t> commouly
civucu me v/uui t uuuso irauu. mis was oue 01
Hi sj ex raordiuary transactions m respect to
whicn but nuie proies.-loual iu«euulty was requiredto irauie a plausible argument a^atusr the
existence 01 auy indicial ieniedy whatever. Wiieu,
iu i8?i, uu the tidiuws mat suito b.v tiie Mate were
lujuiiueut, tiie Uurporatiou couusei, who nau rel'used10 prosecute, was advised by oue oi tue nn-
plicated to sue linuseli and tue others, two very
eminent aud luuluy respectable members ol
toe liar were consulted b.v him. They uuited
iu au opinio;) wtiicn ue prluted and extensivelycirculated. Uu lit icuiii ca^e, in arjtuiug
a^aiiiSt tile rlgm ot toe Starr, tne n-urued gentleiiKiisaid that tiie*iucts constituted "a naud or
misconduct in respect to winch au action must
liave accrued to tue people ol tue county, 11 it be
act ouabie at all." It must be supposed ihat tue
ircniljiucu who thus ventilated a grave doubt
wnet.uer tncre was any remedy wiia'ever coutinnedto be associated wuu the Corporation
conn»el until the mouth or Decembei, I8i& wuen,
as appears by letters annexed to his answ. i,
the respondents withdrew tueir retainers j.id
8»nt his so-calied retainer to Barlow, HecKUam
aud (/Conor. During tue two years succeeding
this da e oue 01 tne latter gave attention 10 the
State's civil suits, and two ol tueia, Mi. t'eckiiam
uudiiencrai Buriow, presented tue state's ludictnieutwuu sticii zeai, vnror and success thai a
leading co-couspn atur was sent to the Stale
Prison, Tweeu was sent to the Penitennary, aud
the rest o the Kuowu officials were uriveu luto
txile. Tnose lacis being distinctly neiore the
mind the two clisses of associate counsel
b.Mweeu wnom. ou December 30, 18>4,
tne respondent d germinated. ue formally dismissedr.iui any agency iu tue R.ug prosecutions
Messrs. Barlow and 1'ecKuam, tue counsel wiio
had mus eillcientiy pursued the couspirators, and
substituted iu tneir place tne very neuueinen wuo
Had promulgated their soiemu aoubt wnetner any
action at ail coma be maintained airaiust them.

Iness lacts canunt aud will uot be denied. In
view 01 them it i- lor you to decide, in the whoie

i use, n ueiuei cuunncuuj wua jrour UUI), Vuu
caii ie:ive tue respondent In cnarjte t*r tnc suits
mjaiusr l weed aud bis iraudutent associated.

* * * * +

Very respectlully, CH. O'CONOR.
MAYOR WICKHAM'S ANSWER.

The fallowing is tue Mayor's communication to
the Governor, wbten accompanies the above latter
and ttie testimony in the cases ot the offlclas
aguiust whom chaises i.ave been made, and upon
piool or which the Mayor decided to remove
them:.

Niw York, Feo. 22, 18*6.
Governor SamcelJ. Tildin, Albany. N. Y. :.
Dear Sir.Your letter of the nth inst. has been

received and careiuily considered.
Witu great deiereuce to your judgment npon

any proposition ot law, I c innoi nut autiere to the
construction 01 tlie statute ol lS'o set lurih iu tuj
letter o> cue lutb iu-t., and wuicti was acted upon
by our respective predece-sor-. It is, that the
statute does uot contemplate a new trial upon the
merits, bj tlie Ooveruor, ol an appointed utllcer 01
the city government, who ha« been removed by
tue Mayor, lor cause and alter a bearing bad. Any
other view seems toiuvuive a practical subjectiou
of the eoverument of the city of New York to tne
Executive power 01 tbe state more complete than
even that lor rears maintained through ttic oppressivecommissions ioruu-rly appointed iu Albany.
And, indeed, I do not understand mat jonr

letter Indicates any conflict between us as to tbe
rights and duty of tbe Mayor in tbe cate* meutioued.

Ii is proper, however, to reminn you that my
letter reienea to a number of piecedeuts ior tue
conisc pursued; but tnat your reply soems to
a«suuie that had ftusffeated but ou«*. And. as to
that one (the leiu.ival 01 tne Couimissioueis oi
I'ubiic C.iarnies aua correction), you have been
m.s. d as 10 luateiiai mots.

In tnat caac Ma. or Vance ior warded aoilunt
wu never io tue Uuvernor. except (lie two paper*
puoiliiit*i.i in lue CUu aecurU, in-cemuer 20. iai4.
i/Ci M Ills certiiiuate ol removal for iliecau-e iu it
mated. accoinp .uiet) by tlie stututory 0 >111.11 luca-
una in wntiun oi iue M<t;or s rc.imius ior \v at ac
hitil uuoe. I lie »>.ipr> r» ,ire rmei, and. upou rt'iiiiutgtaeiu, iii" Uoveruvr's a> provai o. t o removal
mu'le oy ttie Mayor w.is expressed ill wriruiji, <renuireilt>jr in:* i».v. u wi» uraug it nack to >c»
Yuik oy tiie Major's owu m«'dseu,c , wiio ini'i
hecn tint a lew noiir* id Aitiauy. I enclose 10
joar luiormatiou * copy 01 me uuitii>er >1 me Citu
hfi'ii'il I'oiiialDiUK all t.ae Jociimeui*.
Uoveruor L»i* Uii'J, * jear beion* mai date, Je-

6
termtne'l upon th* e^nrse la such ca»e» pretertMito trnu by ne *tatuti»s.
on 'lie 3i*i Deiemoer, i#73, Major Havemevtr

h.i 1 re move'I Alexander S. Topi,»nvi, a ctty mars'al. i r cau*e, hu<1 alter a number ot hearings, it
ih to <>e oiiherv 'd tci.it tlie rovimont oi tue statute
which you nave (lis. ixseii oaiy iu leie euce to toe
we- ui Ufa ii <ii uepar mem* an >iy equally te
city mar«uais ami to u!l ilie oilier interior appointedoitlceis who are mentioned In tin- charter
and uui specialty excepted fr.ui their <>pet atlon.
In loptan i's case he testimony and paoers. now
on tiie m tin* oifice. ure \ ouuoi uou*: nut notning
was lorwarded 10 tne Governor or considered by
liim, except a iiriei letter troiu the Mayor, comma
nicauug u-re.t-.-us lor t c step. iiid tne ce-tiflcaic01 removal made lor '-lie cause in it *tat«d.
Tne Governor promptly returned tlie certificate,
wiin t:ie w >rd "approved" indorsed over ins sig
nature. Copies of me a >eis in tuat case are enclosesfor »«'Ui information.

fne same proccciiiua* were iiai in ttie matter oi
Henry C. Cam, a city marshal removed by Mayor
il.;veme\er; aud copies oi the papers in tuat case
als<< are enclosed.

Ihc.e was u ease in w itcb Governor Dix ever
asked lor or reccive irom the .Mayor anythfug
uioic tluu a letter ami ceitinca e, such as art
above mentioned, auo winch esraol s led tne tormf
careiully loilowed by me iu iny communications is
you 01 Ine 3 1 lust.
As 10 tne supposititious case you suggest, of a

remova< i» ti.e Mavor ior a cause supported by
alienations one or nore o. w >ich. uug.it cnaooe to
be io tlie Governor per* nally mjowu to be nolouiioed.1 «ouia remark tint, li iUe Governor,
ho.diu>{ meantime tlie certificate ot removal,
suould communicate that information to tne
Mayor it wou;d ne entitled to, aiul wouid receive
irom rue latter tne most attentive consideration
in connection win ilie ot er ev deuce in toe case.
'I lie Major min'it tiieieu oil be able cither to wlrft.
draw ins a. t oi removal or to explain to tne G ivertiurt.ie relevancy to the otiur acts in the case
io tne lnlorma lou couiumntcited oy him. as all
tne evide ice miifiit seem to require.

1 lie Mavor woul i sm be tne judjje oi the lacte.
In like manlier a removal oy tie Mavor lor cause

in ylit oe su poited o.v aile^a ioua even better aud
more intimately kuowu to oe true '»> tne Governor
who received t an iiy me .Mayor who lorwarued
them, ror exumple, it is uoi presumed tuat, In
tne case ot E. Dolafle.u timl li, K»q., the present
M.iyor could add to tne knowledge which tne
pre.-ent Governor, in ire man ai.y one except, per.
naps, Alt'. U'Couor, possesses of me tacts which
made .vir. Smith's removal neces*ar>.

Hut. huh retaining the opinion- heretofore and
now stated as to t'ie prerogatives oi my office,
winch it would oe uubi'coimu* In me, even toward
you, io have nolo suoject io any personal or poliv
ical considerations or t ot to have thus reserved
lor the benefit oi my successors in otUco, 1 shall
not oecotne an obstruction to you in tne performanteoi your dunes. '1 ne interests oi xood uoveminentsnail not be endaugered by action of
mine. Tne puoiic service requires concessions
from nie oi whatever can be m l ie couslsieoUj
tuifii 11111 v nun I luiv 11<» in* 11 iiii IJ in f r» ur 11 h Imlrf

tneiu. Certainly, to you personally 1 shall alwayt
be ready to accord wmuever caui be reaaonablj
a-kcii 01 me.
Ami l uin triad to be at liberty now to regard

tliac county to winch you havo reieired.and, at
1 do *o, you vvtil uudcrsuud tliat, by uccediOtf to
jour request us to urn cu-.es uow awaiting your
approval*. 1 uiu but in ikuifcj courteous expression
oi my iiciereuco to your pergonal wntiie* iu mu
particular lusiance.

1 lake pleasure m sending toyou herewith all th*
p.ip-'ii wlucli were oeioro uie in making, on t.ie
3d mat... tiie cert ideates ol' removal and tne communicationsin writing to you or cue reasons uoAq
which li»e removals wore b,is:d,

Tlie pr ceedlngs lu rsiereuce to the Fire Commissionerswere lnstituieu on ttie id int., by a
letter to them, by my iiuectlon, lrom my aecretary(ol which a copy Is herewitu enclosed), reiquesting tlieir attemiauco at my otu-e two daya
inereaiter, iu the nutter oi a report made by the
Commissioners ol Accouuta concerning the Fir«
Dciiai tmcnt. liiur report Had been made to mv
predecessor in oitlcu, ttml had ooeu ny tnui relerredto me tur aciiou. All mree oi tne Uouimts*
siouers attended at the nine <1 signaled, and I
u.id witti all of tlu'iii a conversation iu which 1
delivered to tUem a copy of Hit) import, and called
their an utiou to tue <;(urges ajiainot them lu u
made.
11ueu told ttiem that they would be beard on a

uay specified.w, eu oue or more of them again
appeared aud as^ed lor au extension oi time iu
which to prepare tlielr defences. Upon tue adjournediiuv ail turee ot iim Commissioners attendedueiore n.e, and, lu tne course o( conversatiou,uuuded me tiiCir answer*, iu writlug, to tha
charges preierred by tne report.

It win ue observed mat tneir deieoces do not,
otnervvisu thau aruuineututively, coutiovert tht
more material alienations oi .act stated la the
rei ort oi ibe Commissioners oi Accounts. As ro
tne mailers wlucu are ic lue written answers met
b> direct denials. nave, upon tne papers now
sent to you. and upon my own inquiries, iound toe
iacts to Da us stated >n my letter to you ot the 34
lust., on the subject.

It Is proper io remark Here tbat, since the removalswere made, 1 n.ive received irom Air. ttatcb
a separate communication (which is also sent to
you>. denyiug complicity in certain matteit
charged against tne others, but wulcn are said to
nave been uiitcnown co mm.and claiming numu*
uit\ irom responsibuty lor certain otner matters,
in whicu he nays that he oUered resolutions in Hit
Board wnlcli wete voted down by Messrs. Perlej
aud Van Coit.
Had that paper boen beiore me when my letut

oi the 3d was writ en I snouid nave theu given
Mr. iiaten tne ueueUt ol i-ucu exculpation irom
moral delinquency as cau oe miriv based upou It.
bin, upon lie wnoie case, 1 consider it obligatory
to hold mm lo au otllcial espoasiuility for the
very reprehensible c muitiou oi attairs in tue Fire
I>epa< lineni iiurnj.' ins connection with It.
The pai ere sent to von are many oi them originals,and you are requested lo return them all te

tue li es oi this oillcc.
u< me proceedings liaa beiore me orally in tbeM

matrers no mmutes were made at tne time, and,
indeed, as to Mr. smith's case, they out vended
the information independently possessed by .von.
Again requesting \ our prompt action la the

case* referred to, aud wltn assurances ol mj personalregard,
1 am. witu great respect, your friend and obsdlentservant, WiLLlAJl U. vvkkHlM.

THE BROOKLYN BRIDGE.

ELECTION OF OFFICEBS.FINANCES.

Yesterday afternoon, pursuant to adjournment,
a meeting oi trie directors or the Brooklyn Bridge
was ueid at the otllce. No. 21 Water streat. There
w-*rc presentL iwrcnco Turnurc, James McLean,
James s. M >tley, Jotin Ilielly, Lloyd Aspinwall,
Charles G. Cauda, David M. .stone. Jatnea K T.
btrauaaau, Thomas Carroll, Wiuiam Manshall,
George L. Nicholls. Samuel Booth, Mayor Hunter,
Samuel S. Powell (Comptroller) and Mayor Wick'
bam. The latter named official occupied thi
cuair. T!ie minutes of the meeting having Oeec
read and approved, Mr. htiananan aubmltt d
the loliowiug Horn the Comiu.ttee ou Nominationsresident, Henry c. Murphy; Vice
President, Aorain s. Hewitt; Secretarr, l».
1'. quintald. lie said (he committee was not
yet ready to eport a* to a Treasurer. A b.iliol
was tnen taKen lor President and Vice President,
William C. Kiugsicy an Lawrence lurnure ac inn
us tehers. Tub uiitue vote cast was sixteen,
winch was for the officers nominated. Mr. Otun*
tarn was i hoseu Secretary. Mr. Kiugslev moved
ma' Mr. Pre.nice he ai»i»»inteu T ea-ur r. He advocatedeconomy, and was ui the opituou that Mr.
Preutice would accept the pflu-a without pecain.irjrlewird. lie was elected Treasurer, to
act uiitil another should be chosen. It was sujpgusiedtDa' a committee lie apioiuted to lootallet
bridge legislation at Aluany. On motios
01 Air. Aspinwatl acommitteeo. two «as appointed
iiotu eacu ui'jr io iai>e coarse 01 me oritirfc
oiik Air. 'l'urnure said lie wanted to nave as
diTstoml wu.it the midge wa» to cost. It w*(
rumored that it would cost ten or fliteju millluni
additional, it woiiki tie well that tne director!
huh itie public should kuow all a. out tue Ugurea,
uQd that uiey should kqow what the eaeet e
their action wi l be bJiore pro eedinir. A financial
statement made up t February I. 1815, waa read
by ttie se retary, irom w.ucti it np|>eaii that there
1> .1 baiaucu ol c.sh <>u iiaud to da e oi $11,910 70.
Tne dabil.tiej oi trie company a ouiit to $ so.oofl.

Tlie UuaiM aujourued to meet ou Monday altar*
noon.

THE PRODUCE EXCHANGE.

Yestcrdiy the Produce Exchange had an u*
portaut meeting in le eivnce to the great question
ot the grading ol nr.un. Mr. Jonn M. Hughe*
i>poke in .iu able manner in opposition to the
rule* us rt»c mimeuded by the cotmnittee, but bta
priucipal objection seemed to be on the acore ol
the title. Alesars. George H. Webster and Williaoi
J. I'rest' u loilowed In leugtUy sueeehes la favor or
the ru es as recommended by the commutes to
the B-mrci of Managers. Mr. l'resion nad not
couc uUe i his a gmu*ni when tno Board adloiiriivilunill Krnliii ni.irimi r ar

teu o'clock.
I'liere were appropriate resolutions paused iijthe petroleum trade iu reiereuce to t;ie uecea*e

a Vii.uoil iiiem .er.
Mil. ADNAI1 NtYUAUr,

who departed this up (m heieiorore noticed II
tuese coiumus) ai gau Diego, tat., on the I'll
mat. Ke»o;utiiiH.« were ua^e condoling wnn bis
family and extolling t ie character 01 the d*>
ceased.

TIIK CANAL DELEGATION
co to Albany to-da.v to present he resolutions ia
regard lo ihe c.inam. iieieiomre adopied ny In
Kxcbunge, uuii ii i< -it po-eu that important legie*
laUuu may ue iiio.ilded 10 nuit toe requirements of
the tm-rc nauis nd ihu exueujie.-* oi trade ojr tae
eilorts oi tno ominitie nam d.

I UK VIMTOii* A l"H»: tXCHANliB
vesterilaj c mprid'u t e lo i«w tig names:.J. H.
bale, 01 .\or«riuii. Conn., oy Ungues A co.; CHarlee
.won-ioui e*, > Com.iious. iiii.j, u> l. t. Kuu«.
land: a. .1. ron on, >>. ruusviii", b* Owen kif«
gu«ou; a K. KaceKisl. oi Havaunan, by vV. a. Wore;
< apiaiiMi. UaiiiMi.tu. o leaiu-uip inuedo, o» C.
I,. Wrigh ,v Co.: K. Kovertv, o, Burtalo, njr M.
j-'iea'iiiu.iii; Cai>(.un a. >i.i z'lla. oi orig u<>at*
t uio. o.i ti. irruii: .mcou i« ni,> er, 01 Mu m,
M. a. .itnaiu Ileudeuon. »i lUPimsliiy
Aic.xaciiia, o} w. iiuiliou; >iioim* tiurreu, of

ireuuni. i«y ueoigc Miut.i <t oo.: C*ptuta
Ku»hru;>, 01 Mor«.iv by ohnuiuA o.; He: in**
Wiiium*, oi itiU'iuiore. hy w. u. Bracker; Kit Uk

1 AiuuiU, yi r»r*u, i'u., 0; JouuU. Luju


